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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-7, 10-13, 24, 26-30, 33-36, 47 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Robertson et al. Pre-Grant Publication 2005/0050477 in view of Official 
Notice). 

Claim 1: FIG. 4 illustrates a search template that can specify a search category of 
"business units" and an employee name. The search request is processed to produce the initial 
output of FIG. 4. 

As seen from FIGS. 3 and 5, the template is also configured to perform a supplemental 
search in which an organization identifier "management" can also be entered. The entry of the 
organizational identifier "management" corresponds to the determining of the organizational 
identifier by the computer. The organizational identifier of "management" would be identical to 
the organizational identifier of any given user belonging to management. 

A supplemental search is then performed of database records (col. 0049, lines 4-8) 
corresponding to all the entered search criteria, and which produces the output of FIG. 5. 

The output of FIG. 5 illustrates that a set of organizational identifier records were 
selected (set 502) that match the organizational identifier "management" and a set of category 
records are selected (set 504) that match the specified search category of "business units". A 
final selected subset of records is "John Doe", which intersects both sets of records and is a 
subset of both the organizational identifier records and the category records. 
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Robertson et al. differs from claim 1 in that it does not specify that the first user as 
entering an organizational identifier to which the user belongs. However, examiner takes 
Official Notice that the skilled artisan would readily recognize that any user entering a search 
could in fact search for their own organization or their own name. Accordingly, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have "John Doe" as the claimed "first user" 
where John Doe enters his own name and organization identifiers, as would have been obvious to 
the person of ordinary skill. 

Claim 3: In FIGS. 3-5, the first user enters search criteria that includes keywords, such as 
"John Doe". 

Claim 4: The search category "business units" is listed in the box (306). The box (306) 
is a drop down menu of items which are readable as an index. 

Claim 5: Any of the items listed in the box (306) are readable as "business components". 
For example, the "business units" or "management" are business components. 

Claim 6: Whenever any of one of the business components from box (206) are selected, 
a logical view of database tables appear. For example, in FIG. 3, when the "management" 
business component is invoked, a logical view (308-1 ->308-5) is displayed which represents a 
logical view of management data derived from a database (col. 0049). In an alternative 
interpretation, examiner takes Official Notice that the data within the database can be represented 
by an entity-relationship diagram, a well known and standard tool used in database design. 
Entity-relation diagrams are also logical views of data tables contained within a database. Each 
entity within the diagram represents a table. Under such alternative interpretation, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Robertson et al. so as to further include 
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views of entity-relation diagrams in order to provide the user with a more detailed view of data 
tables contained within the database. 

Claim 7: The user interface (304) permits the entry of search criteria. 

Claim 10: In FIG. 5, the data instance of "John Doe" matches both the search category 
"business units" as well as the organizational identifier "management". 

Claim 11: Paragraph 0049 describes the execution of queries against the database based 
on entered search criteria "John Doe" and organizational identifier "management". 

Claim 12: Paragraph 0029, last line, indicates that the server which supports the database 
can be an SQL server. Such SQL servers inherently process queries in the SQL language 
specification. 

Claim 13: The search results are the results produced after clicking the "Go" button. For 
example, the logical view of data (502) and (504) shown in FIG. 5 is one of many examples of 
such search results. 

Claim 24: See remarks for claim 1. 

Claim 26: See remarks for claim 3. 

Claim 27: See remarks for claim 4. 

Claim 28: See remarks for claim 5. 

Claim 29: See remarks for claim 6. 

Claim 30: See remarks for claim 7. 

Claim 33: See remarks for claim 10. 

Claim 34: See remarks for claim 11. 

Claim 35: See remarks for claim 12. 
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Claim 36: See remarks for claim 13. 
Claim 47: See remarks for claim 1. 
Claim 51: See remarks for claim 11. 

Remarks 

Applicant's arguments and amendments have been considered. 

Each of claims 1, 24 and 47 have been amended to delete the step of performing a search 
of databases for records corresponding to the search criteria. This exact same step is then added 
back into the each of the claims. Deleting and adding back in the exact same step does not 
change the scope of a claim, does not overcome any rejection and does not advance prosecution. 

Each of claims 1, 24 and 47 have been further amended to recite that the organizational 
identifier is identical to the identifier for some given first user. In Robertson, this would be true 
for any user belonging to "management". 

This office action follows an RCE request and is made non-final. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Sam Rimell at 



telephone number (571) 272-4084. 
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Primary Examiner 
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